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ABSTEACT 

Public attitudes toward financing public education 
from state and federal sources, voucher systems, and value added 
taxes are analyzed using responses from the Gallup polls, 1969 to 
1974. The results show that the public will not accept increases in 
local property taxes or increases in federal expenditures beyond 
present levels. Voucher systems and value added taxes were not 
favorably received. When local taxes are reduced, the public favored 
state aid to schools, but after 1972, when the connection to reduced 
local property taxes was eliminated, the support for state aid was 
reduced. It is concluded that during the current economic 
circumstances, the public will call for reduced public education 
expenditures . (DW) 
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Financial support of public education has become one of the most 
pressing difficulties facing school boards and administrators* Inflation 
and the rising costs of materials, books, equipment and buildings are placing 
a severe strain on budgets* With the same problem confronting every local 
government, increasing confl>etition for the tax dollar exists* Since 
many local governmental units, like the schools, depend primarily upon 
property taxation for revenue, the homeowner and businessman aie faced vrith 
a constantly increased tax lj.ability placed on his property* Growing 
reluctance to pay higher property taxes has been labeled by some news- 
casters as a "Taxpayer's Revolt." 

How significant is this question? What does the public see as a 
solution? An indication can be found in the Gallup Poll of Public Attitudes 
Toward Education, 1969-1974* The Poll was conmissloned by CFK Ltd* in 1969 
to record and measure some attitudes of Americans toward schools* The 
survey included questions about finance programs as seen by the public* 
Questions varied from year to year* One type of qxxestion which was involved 
in each poll conducted from 1969 to 1973 devoted to financing, including 




state financing And fodcral fintncjn^ through the voucher eystem or the 
value added tax. There was a vari«.tion in the sample each year. The 
first survey in 1969 involved 1505 persons. The saople was expanded 
to include 1592 persons in 1970 and was reduced in 1971 to 1562 persons. 
In 1972 and 1973 the sairple was increased to l6l4 and 1627 persons 
respectively* This paper analyzes the results of the poll on these 
questions from the years I969 to 1973 *nd poses some concluaionfl %diich 
can be drawn from them. The inroi'.Txition source was the Gallup Foils as 
puol:.d\od m the Phi Pol ta Kappan durin,^ each of Uio gix years, '969-74. 

In 1969 the question asked was Suppose the local public schools said 
they needed oore money. As you feel at this time woxild you vote to raise 
taxes for this pxirpose?" The question was asked in the same manner in 1970, 
1971 f wad 1972. It was not repeated 1973 or 197^. The national response 
in all four ye^rrs indicated that fewer than half of tho respondents would 
vote in favor of a raise in taxes for the echools* (see Figure 1.) 
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The survey included persona with children in public schools , those with 
children in parochial school* t and people who had no children in school. 
Parents of children in public schools would, of course, bo the most 



directly affccttd. They not only taxes but their children are direct 

beneficiaries of that support to the schools, however, they generally 

showed little interest in a raise in local property taxes. In fact, their 

enthusiasm for increased tax support dropped during the four years in iihich 
this question was used. 



Figure 2 

Response of Parents With Children in Public School 




As seen in Figure 2 above, 51^ voted to Increase local taxes in 1969 
while in 1970 only voted in this manner. Favorable reaction rose 
slightly in 1971 when 44^6 indicated they would vote for increased taxes 
but it dropped back to JJ^ in 1972. The trend of sentiment for support is 
clearly downward. 

Parents of children in parochial schools were conslstant in their 
attitude toward Increased local property taxes. Like tiieir counterpart, 
they were not overly responsive to increased taxes. One differentiating 
factor to be considered would be the smaller benefit they receive from 
pviblic school fundn. 
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Piguje 3 

Response of Parents With Ch:ildren in Parochial Schools 




As Pigui'e 3 shows, only ^ would have voted for an Increase in taxes 
In 1969. Constancy continued in 1970, 1971 1 and 1972^ The parents *dio 
were not clients of public schools showed a rather constant, but low, 
level of willingness to suppoirt. 

People %d.th no children in school showed the least Interest In raisin? 
taxes. Aa Figure 4 indicates, k^% showed willingness to increase local 
property taxes in 1969. Only 35^^ in 1970 and 1972 and JT^ voted fa\x>rably 
on the question of increased local taxes for support of the schools. 



Figure k 

Response of Persons Who Have No Children in School 




School boards and administrators can take little comfort from th# 
results of this survey. Still, administrators and boards must fimd the 



echools and th« money must come fr>a ftomenhcrc. What is the best source of 

fundo acceptable to the public? Tie Gallup survey sought an answer In 

the polls taken from 19'/0 - I972. The survey sought the answer through the 

following question. 

It has been suggested that state taxes be increased for everyone in 

order to let the state government pay a greater share of school expenses 

and reduce local property taxes. Would you favor an increase in state 

taxes eo real estate taxes could be lowered on local property? 

« 

The states have amltiple sources of revenue which may Include a 
property tax. Generally, state aid wovLLd be funded through a tax other 
than a property tax. In this regard, the national response was more 
favorable. As shovai In Figure 5, acceptance ranged from k6% to ^5%. 

Figure 5 
Response of All Categories 
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Even then, some resistance to the proposition was shown. In 1971 less 
than half, indicated support. In 1970 and 1972 more than half favored 
the idea, '^h^ and 55^ respectively. 

In al] three years about 52^ of the parents of children in public 
schools indicated approval of state aid and reduction of local taxes. 
Figure 6 shows in favor of state aid in 1970, a drop to 50^ in 1971 
and a rise to 5^;^ in :972. 
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Pifia-'S 6 

Response of Parents With i.^ildren in Public Schools 
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The attitude of parents with children in parochial schools fluctuated 
on this question. As Figure 7 indicates , a walloping 6^% favored estate 
aid and local tax relief in ^9^0• However , support fell to only 46j^ in 
1971 • It rose to 3^% in 1972# Itocertainty about the consequences of such 
taxing shifts seems to prevail among this population which receives relatively 
smaller direct benefit from the public schools* 



Figure 7 

Response of Parents With Children in Parochial Schools 



1970 




State aid to schools found favorable support from the majority of 
people who did not have children in any school in the years of 1970 and 1972; 
but less than half were favorable in 1971 as revealed In Figure 8» In a 
slight question reviaiont the population revealed that and favored 
state aid with local property tax relief in 1970 and 1972, respectively. 
The percentage dropped to h'^^ in 1 971. 
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ovr.^c oi* lerjon^ >;i. r.o ChiJdren in 3chooi 




1:^ 7 . 





.'.n -^.ncilcatiori o vhe jrnpcrtarxco of reiiei ol prGi)erty ta:ccG in the in^nd 
r.u'^lic waL c;.Gv:a ix. ^nc Gal J. up Poll oi' 197^« V-licn the question of 
I '^a-.c a^c v;ac prejirr^ec ^hc paru on local property t^^c relief was orrdtted* 
The favcraoic <\nc/;.^r:- aroi-pcd to ^tO}^. The parents of children in public 
zcloolv rccponcea a*, a level of hK'^l; Parochial school parents cave a 

favorable answ»jr, and ji,6^ of the persons vrilh no children in school save 
a fnvorable rccponso* Clearly, state «iid wjth its inevitable increase in 
sta^e tejtco rr^xzt be tied to a reduction m the local property tax load 
if citj.2en acceptability is one coal. 



Responses - All Catcocies 
State Aid Without Local Tax Relief (197->) 
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Parocnial Cchocl Children 



'lu* icil aljo o/.; loreci aitei-n. t.ivc iTA'UioaiJ o:* i'jn.mcirio i;chools 



oi::' :• lov. J urly :.:L:-:eL or ::L:iLo I'lnancia;, hi 17/0, 1 ^71 aiid V:)7- 

^u»j:. i^^cnj oa ;>ur.l^c '\1'^j.Iu(..*j^ UGWii-L.j a naLioiial caiu:) tax, rciiUTod to ac 
a "valui. acficu l^ijc", and a voucher CjStcr.i v;crc aGked, In ihc voucher system 
^nc ^oy«';i^*:r.cn^ ii).-u^:j vou-..:icrG lo parents who then :>olect the school and send 
tne^r cLiIaren, Uo^ti/: the voucher to pay the cosus. Both involve extensive 
^cci»-.2'al ^ »-ii.d ^i". * g 

In 1970 the- poll quo::lion was: 

It. zone nations the co.^^rjnent allots a certain ar.ount of money for 
c:.cn chile f >r his cciucation. The parents can ^;cnd the child to any 
7^ablic, purochiai or private school they choose, V/ould you like to see 
•,hio idea adopted in this country? 



Fioore 10 

Responses - All Catecories 
on the Voucher System (1970) 
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rarochir. L Ochooi Chjidron 



;;ith 

no — 

St'hool Cr iarcn 



T!ie national response indicated that h'j/i v;ere favorable to the idea, 
vrn«:n broken dov.7i mio the three cate«:orios previously used, the pol] shov;cd 
a '-1,,; poc>tivo rcs])oriSC an.on/j public ;>chool parents; i h'c'/l favorable response 
ai:on,: p'irochic%l school parents; ana, Hj)^j of the pci-sons havin/: no children 
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•-.:.r'..: .o;. :y ricc^n; ihc» ::eriu-r: , ":n:j is called Ua^ voucher cystcir** 
pr.oi' :^ :::e j .Viiile :\.vor..-:.r rv'poaijis v:cro Lowor ^Lcre no 

.:..icrc:ice .i; the LoLiil roLponjo ol* the rc: pcrioC o: public school 
I'.rcn^.: :'rc:\ V/fO. \he pc.rochi:.! schcol parcnoi: lUQicMcd a ^icnifiCc'Uit 
c:. "i.j-j ..u vi.ojLr accvJi^Lar.ee o:' the voucher cyoten Wrlh !n increaGoa 
lavor-Lic rcspoiii^o .roM ''lo/fJ .i.:: 1:;;i7C to uo,^ in I97I . A marked decreacjo m 
t:x ..:vorab^e a-.tiUk:e of persons v;ith no childi^en m cchool ic choivn by 
a urup I'roii '1;;: In lavor in I970 to in I97I. 

if;^urc 1 1 

Rczijonccs of Ail CatCfjorlcc 
on tnc Voucher ::y:;tGm (I97I) 
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n j,;^o'!-. i.no Mt,-,,ni' sal -r, t.ay. was ar-kod onJv onu-c m 1-;72. 

It h-ir bc-n L;u-„,..-'c>d I a new kind of riaUonal 3.- ie3 Lax, sonic- 

calita ,i Vc^ ad Jed U,x, Sr.ou.d bo .-.dop-.cd Lo h-p rcduo. 
loc^ pi^oporty t.-^vc^ U ..t now Gupport public i;chool:,. I>3 you lavor or 
oppc'^o Liucn a Laze? 

Ac:.'epL.uico oJ" Inxi. new t£uc wac low. IJaLionally, tnc rec.pon;:e was 
in : ,vcx' t.-,.<, i'uulic rchooi p.-iivrilo -/ur-c >);„ an j avor of tne Lnx.. 
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lai-ociual .Ci.ool n>»r*-n;s x'e.;poncicd j'.ivoraoiy ni a level of j)''f% \Jhiie percons 



Fi-ure 12 

Hc:>ponucr> In all CatO;;:or lei; 
on ihu L'alional Gaiei; Tax (1972) 
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CcJi school bo.'irdj and aoixuniGtratcri; develop any conclur^ions from this 
-Lr.rorr'^ulcn? One conclucjion ic irjnediate. That is, the public ic not 
accept^m.; of r/ne idea to I'aise local proport^y taxes for the support of ^he 
i;choclGo A second conclu.sion can be drawn alco. In go far cis kYiq results 
of tae poll are concerned, the public doos not Jook favorably to systcrriG 
of fmancmj which involve larr,e federal expenditures beyond present levels 
or new federal tco:c:\o Th^.-y v;cre a.^ainrjt the vouciier system and the value 
adcod alLhoura the (iuostionn concomin/j these tv;o i:/jlhods \;cre used 

on]y in 1-^71 and 1J/2o However, ±i is surely safe to say that nothing in 
inv current niitional econoinic picture v;ouid indicate increased public accept- 
aacc Ol' r.t'v; federal taxes for education since 1972, 

iho poll fouhd t.hc pnbiic accepting-'; the idea of state ajd to schools 
^ up 1v72* At thai, tirne the quos'.ion involved the reduction of local 



ic.^.r ..r ,ri lu.c \ 'Vi o;' ..l-tte i i, Jji the portion anout 

c JO oi" .ocMj I'j.^ v».\ , not inc-uod, -tvcceptanco:. drupt^rci oo 

■ .u. t :nvoivt.d :ii :.l.a* a. a il cuuxd a!:o bo c-jiic] uriod Uiai if.c 
:\ .,iL:i.i.r»v:(j :o hzmor loc::x' 1*1x0:; xci oiili a lac-, or iifCo 'Ihi.^j 
cor:clu.:io:i i.:?: i - upot* TacL thrtl ourin*; liio yoru'o v.heii boih quuijtion;;, 
i'ai:;ii.' .cc^. '.iy.oLj arrj sU.ue aid vriuli roaaciion 01 iocal ^axcc, v;erc 
ar-/:( a, u:it: -.ajoi'xLy irivorod oiu: latuci' r-eliioa 01' r.cnool fmancin^: 
v;:>,i'o,i.. I'c,: vct^d iti :"\vcr raiian. local laMoc. Willc the quc<:ticn 
ci :av>L:i' .ca' r v/a^ r. )l "ir-kcd iii 1>7.5, ^-hc sL; ix aju qucai^cn 

^'c:.oc'.<.o u.-j .uc\;l r>n j^ajirccL'y by oJirMnalin: that fjai-l ol' the qUGClion 

Gir.ca- ih*^^ qu^-;i>jo:KJ on school financm^^ wore not a part of Lhe Gallup 
lol' ..>*u:r 1>7;', aci.u;il public alli;.iJdo.^ wci-e not. mor-Mircd. it would be 
a:.;jraci.ica. 10 extend any conclusions. Loo far beyond in. i poriod. 

jn vi-:v; o:' thr- piv;.:cnv ccono;i!ic ;.itualion il 13 xinliicojy t::e public 
at..i.tuac hai; cr/.in;:ea. Kacm: the unique situat.ion of inflation ana a 
ri:coj:;:onary buaxn- go :;]ujnp causing; an inci'oaso in uncniploymenl, and the 
prcocui^^ :or increacca property taxec oy loeal ^roveiTinienLG 10 rnoct their 
obJ i;:a;.ion:; die pubJ ic uiJl probably coiitinue its reluctance to increase 
oi' aa.^ now taxejo \hr- pubJxc is ir.ore liliely to call foi* reduced expenditures 
^.ne prx'Cent econonlc tread continue:: ^ 

/ji .indication of the public attitudcc m i\'ebra:;ka v;ai^ L.cen in the 
L.T.<\ cM;ia.; I'Jovcnib^r I^V election, A j.roposal for :.tate aid v;as pi-csented 
t'. r^.M; v^tc:*:; jn a rc: (ironau7s. 'jho i)ropo:;al had a delmite r-iochod of ali- 
oci.i:.:; of j'.at.c a^ti to louA scnool.. i;ul. diu not include a clear ana 
c.eiinit.; :.'*tnoci lur {.liC- j-uauction of local property taxc;;, Th<^ {hoaL,ure went 
ao/rr. to cc:^:at by a aub:;taritial naiY:in, Wiiiie iJcbraska may not be consiaercd 



a bcllv/cUicr L»taLe, it j8 Doldom far iway from the rialionai attitude, which, 
m var-LOUG pcpuiatioHG, is aversion o.' additional taxeci unless some form 
of T.ax relief is ali.o indicated* 
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